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Now, I disagreed with the decision 

back then. I remember reading about it 
in the news in 1973 and 1974. In fact, my 
recollection says also 1975, but I don’t 
happen to have those notes, Mr. Speak-
er, but I do have the notes to draw 
from a report by CRS out of the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I am saying that we can bring an 
amendment that shuts off all funding, 
notwithstanding any other section. All 
of the automatic funding that was en-
acted by ObamaCare can be shut off in 
an appropriations bill in a continuing 
resolution. It can happen next week in 
the United States Congress, and we can 
put an end to ObamaCare then until 
such time as we elect a President who 
will sign the repeal as, hopefully, the 
first act of office in January of 2013. 
That is my hope and my wish and my 
work. 

But for those who might wonder that 
this is language that stretches the pa-
rameters of tradition, it completely 
does not; and here are two examples of 
the House of Representatives and the 
Senate concurring. 

Here is one, a supplemental appro-
priations bill, not a CR, but a supple-
mental appropriations bill that is in 
1973, and actually the date on it is Au-
gust 15, 1973. It says this: ‘‘None of the 
funds herein appropriated under this 
act may be expended to support di-
rectly or indirectly combat activities 
in or over Cambodia, Laos, North Viet-
nam and South Vietnam by United 
States forces, and after August 15, 1973, 
no other funds heretofore appropriated 
under any other act may be expended 
for such purpose.’’ 

So, Mr. Speaker, this supplemental 
appropriations bill that is dated enact-
ment of August 15, 1973, and signed by 
the President July 1, 1973, says that 
none of these funds and no funds in the 
pipeline can be used to support directly 
or indirectly combat activities in Viet-
nam. If there were bullets that were on 
the way to be unloaded on the dock at 
Da Nang, they put the brakes on them 
and they went back. Those funds were 
on the way. They shut them down. 

That doesn’t mean they stopped ev-
erything, but none of those funds that 
were unobligated, would be a better 
way to put that, were allowed to be 
used by this act of Congress in a sup-
plemental appropriations bill. Yes, the 
precedent exists. Yes, we can do this. 
Yes, it is a common practice, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Those who might think this is a rare 
exception, I would go on down the line 
to another piece of legislation which 
actually was a CR, a continuing resolu-
tion. This is dated 1974, July 1, 1974; 
and this language in the continuing 
resolution then says this: ‘‘Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, on 
or after August 15, 1973, no funds herein 
or heretofore appropriated may be obli-
gated or expended to finance directly 
or indirectly combat activities by 
United States military forces in or 
over or from off the shores of North 
Vietnam, South Vietnam, Laos, or 
Cambodia.’’ 

There is the language again: ‘‘No 
funds herein and no funds heretofore 
appropriated may be obligated or ex-
pended directly or indirectly.’’ That is 
an all-encompassing example of lan-
guage that we have used as a template 
to shut off the funding that is auto-
matically appropriated within 
ObamaCare and, I think, inappropri-
ately automatically appropriated with-
in ObamaCare. 

That is where I stand on this, Mr. 
Speaker. And for those who think that 
is an ancient piece of legislative his-
tory and something that hasn’t been 
used in the modern era and so therefore 
isn’t a model or precedent, we go back 
200-plus years for those things. I don’t 
have trepidation about the Constitu-
tion that was ratified in 1789. 

But just in the 110th Congress, the 
first 2 years of NANCY PELOSI’s Con-
gress, Mr. Speaker, she forced 44 votes. 
They might have been some in the 
Rules Committee, most of them came 
to the floor; 44 votes by this United 
States Congress that were designed to 
unfund, underfund or undermine our 
troops. I have those all on record and 
spreadsheet with hyperlinks to the lan-
guage and the vote results. 

We stood here and fought this off 
through the 110th Congress because the 
effort by the then-Speaker was to end 
the war in Iraq by shutting off all the 
funding and forcing us to bring our 
troops back home again. I am very 
thankful that George Bush prevailed in 
the surge and we have the optimistic 
situation in Iraq that we have today 
because of that decision that was made 
by George Bush. But it wasn’t with any 
help from Speaker PELOSI, who forced 
44 votes. Many of them, and I have not 
scored it in this fashion, but probably 
most of them follow down the same 
lines as the legislative procedure that I 
am advocating here. 

So, Mr. Speaker, this is a very sound 
practice. It is a very constitutional 
practice. It is tried and it is true and it 
has been effective. It put the end to the 
Vietnam War, and we can put an end to 
ObamaCare if we bring language either 
as written into the bill or if we go back 
and have an Appropriations Com-
mittee, which I don’t expect will hap-
pen, or if the Rules Committee protects 
my language so that the amendment 
can be legitimately debated here on 
the floor of the House and we can have 
a recorded vote. We can shut off 100 
percent of the implementation and en-
forcement of ObamaCare. 

If we don’t take those steps, this 
Congress will not be allowed then, will 
not have been allowed at that point to 
work its will; and we have at best the 
chance to shut off $1 billion, which 
amounts to 1 percent of the overall ap-
propriations that are automatically en-
acted by ObamaCare. So we can come 
with a 1 percent solution and posture 
ourselves as we provided a solution, or 
we can come with a 100 percent solu-
tion with the best tools that the House 
has now to do the best job, to write the 
toughest bill that we can, send it over 

to the Senate, because we know this: it 
is going to get worse in the Senate, and 
they are going to leverage back on us. 

If it were just me, we could hold our 
ground. But; it isn’t just me. So, Mr. 
Speaker, my advice to my colleagues 
whom I adore the privilege of serving 
with and whose judgment and states-
manship I greatly respect is this: We 
can’t have people blink in this Con-
gress, not when the destiny of America 
is at stake. And if you are wondering 
about blinking, just sign up with me, 
wait until I blink, and when I do, I 
guarantee my eyeballs will be dry and 
so will yours. But we must hold our 
ground. We must not blink. 

We must send the language over to 
the Senate that cuts off all of the fund-
ing of that up to and perhaps exceeding 
$100 billion that would be used to im-
plement and enforce ObamaCare, that 
will be used aggressively by the Obama 
administration to send the roots down 
and grow this malignant tumor and 
metastasize this malignant tumor. We 
can pull it all out by the roots. We can 
do so if we move my amendment and 
make it in order under the rule or 
write it into the bill. If not, the Amer-
ica people will look back on this time 
and say, Where were you when it was 
time to stand up for the will of the 
American people? 

Mr. Speaker, I have had my say. I ap-
preciate the privilege of addressing you 
here this afternoon, to be on the floor 
of the House of Representatives. I en-
treat my colleagues to join with me, 
and let’s get this job done. Let’s repeal 
ObamaCare; let’s pull it out by the 
roots, lock, stock and barrel, a 100 per-
cent repeal, not a 1 percent repeal. 

f 

b 1700 

THE FUTURE OF AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. WALZ) is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Over the past several weeks, I have 
had the incredible privilege and honor 
to be traveling up and across my dis-
trict, the First District of Minnesota, 
from the plains of Worthington to the 
Mississippi River Valley at Winona, lis-
tening and holding grocery store stops 
and hearing what the American people 
are talking about. They’re not talking 
a lot about ObamaCare. They’re talk-
ing a lot about jobs. They’re talking a 
lot about moving the country forward. 
And this is a place that, I have to tell 
you, it was 18 below zero yesterday 
when I left. These are hardy folks. 
They’re used to weathering tough 
times. 

They’re also the place that gave root 
to, in a collective effort, the Mayo 
Clinic. They’re also a place that is one 
of the top leading producers of food in 
this Nation in feeding the world. Also, 
a place where we generate—the fourth 
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largest of any State in the country— 
the fourth largest amount of wind 
power and innovating down that road. 
To be able to walk those streets, to go 
to those grocery stores—and in Man-
kato, where my office is located, you 
hear a lot of people talk about Main 
Street. That was the Main Street Sin-
clair Lewis was talking about. That’s 
where he lived when he wrote his fa-
mous novel about what it means to 
grow up in rural America and what it 
means to collaborate together to grow 
this country. 

And listening to those folks talk 
about things like the national debt, 
talk about how we invest in our infra-
structure, how do we keep our schools 
strong, how do we make sure we care 
for our veterans, how do we keep this 
Nation safe by adhering to our ideals of 
freedoms and liberties and being that 
beacon for the rest of the world, those 
are things that people are talking 
about while we’re seeing improvements 
in the economy that no one would 
argue by early 2008 was the worst econ-
omy we had seen since the Great De-
pression. And for those who said, I 
guess we should have done nothing, I’m 
here to tell you today I’m glad we’re 
not repeating the Great Depression. 
I’m glad we’re not seeing our markets 
collapse all the way. And I’m proud of 
the work we did to move back. 

Now we’re seeing exports grow. We’re 
seeing GDP grow. We’re seeing con-
sumer spending strong over the holi-
days. But I have to be very honest with 
you. The people who came to see me in 
those groceries stores in Owatonna and 
Worthington, Minnesota, those don’t 
really matter if you don’t have a job. If 
you don’t have a job to pay for gro-
ceries, if you don’t have a job to pay 
for the gas in your car to get to work, 
those are the things that matter. 

So I have to tell you these people 
know something about struggling 
through tough times. Their ancestors 
went to those plains of Minnesota and 
carved out not only a living, they 
carved out world-class agriculture pro-
duction, world-class delivery of health 
care, world-class innovations in manu-
facturing and energy on the premise 
that this country provided incredible 
opportunities. But we couldn’t do it 
alone. We needed to do it in a collec-
tive effort to view the future and to 
bring the best out in individuals. 

So as we face these challenges and as 
we pay down debts that have been gen-
erated for decades, and when Dick Che-
ney sat in the Vice President’s office 
and said, We proved deficits and debt 
don’t matter, he couldn’t have been 
more wrong. They do matter. But we 
can’t be penny wise and pound foolish 
with our children’s future. It makes no 
sense to talk about paying down the 
debt if we’re going to collapse our edu-
cation system, our investment in 
science and technology. If we’re going 
to let our infrastructure deteriorate, 
we will never pay the debt down, be-
cause what’s happened is the revenues 
have shrunk. The pie has shrunk. 

Instead of trying to figure out how to 
carve up a smaller and smaller pie, 
let’s bake a bigger pie. Let’s get a han-
dle on our energy needs. Let’s create 
homegrown energy and quit sending a 
billion dollars a day to foreign nations 
who hate us. They will hate us for free. 
We can keep the money at home and 
create jobs. We can create the security 
we need to make sure that when great 
revolutions on democracy rise up in 
Egypt, we’re watching it based on 
what’s best for human rights, what’s 
best for the stability of the world, not 
worrying about what the price of oil is 
going to do when we can get that right 
out of the Midwest with our innova-
tion. 

I do think there’s lessons to be 
learned there. Going out and getting 
back to traveling throughout my dis-
trict, the one thing I can tell you, the 
countries watch this, and the folks who 
sit in this institution we get even en-
amored with. 

I had no illusions. When I was elected 
in 2006, with no elected experience—a 
high school teacher; never ran for of-
fice, didn’t know my county chair, and 
I think most of my students didn’t 
know my political affiliation. What 
they knew was I cared for the commu-
nity, I served in the National Guard, 
and I wanted to get things right. I 
wasn’t under any illusion that people 
elected me based on Democratic ide-
ology. They elected me because they 
wanted to hear about solutions; they 
wanted to hear how we work together 
to solve things. 

And when they did that in 2008 and 
expanded that, and then when the 
country swung back in 2010, I think my 
colleagues, Mr. Speaker, need to recog-
nize the American public wasn’t talk-
ing about critiques on ObamaCare. And 
I heard my colleague mention we need 
to rip that cancer out by its roots. The 
cancer being treated is a young boy 
who sits in New Hope, Minnesota, who 
didn’t have care before and now is seen 
at the Mayo Clinic and is actually hav-
ing a real cancer treated with the best 
quality care. And the Mayo Clinic said 
this bill was a step forward and we 
should not step backwards. 

So I think what I’m hearing from my 
constituents is, Can’t we get beyond 
the partisanship? Can’t we focus on 
those things that aren’t imagined 
about ourselves and find the 90 percent 
of things that we share in common? 
And we should never give our passions 
on differences. We should never com-
promise on our core principal values. 
But we should always recognize the in-
teresting thing about this great coun-
try is the previous Speaker’s district— 
and is a good friend of mine—borders 
mine. You might, when you hear us 
speak, think we’re on opposite sides of 
the world. We are not. Neither are our 
constituents. But we need to come to-
gether with a recognition that the 
things we do here are meant to lay the 
framework, and that framework is the 
thing that’s always made this country 
great—opportunity. 

Yes, there’s safety nets when we’re 
down. Yes, those things need to be 
there. And we talk about those things 
in a tough economy. But what the mid-
dle class cares about is opportunity. No 
one guarantees you success in this 
country. But we should guarantee the 
opportunity to achieve success on your 
own. And the way we do that is by en-
suring we have world-class educational 
institutions. That no matter if you’re 
in Windom, Minnesota, New York City, 
or Tampa, Florida, that child has ac-
cess to it. Not only is it the right thing 
to do; it strengthens our Nation. 

We can bring those things today. We 
can continue to innovate. The can-do 
spirit that has been here since the in-
ception of this country understood 
that’s how we needed to move forward. 
We need to find those common grounds. 
We need to lay the groundwork. Unfor-
tunately, that rung of opportunity, 
that ladder of opportunity by having 
safe and quality schools, by having 
transportation systems that serve all, 
by having affordable housing, by hav-
ing access to basic health care, those 
were the rungs that allowed a person to 
pull themselves up and achieve success. 

I think of my own family in this 
case. When my father died and my 
brother was 8 and I was a young man 
out of high school, Social Security sur-
vivor benefits were there for my moth-
er and my young brother. When people 
say in this country you should pull 
yourselves up by your bootstraps, I 
agree. We just didn’t have any boots. 
They were lent to us by Social Secu-
rity. And we have paid it back ever 
since—my mother going on becoming a 
nurse, my younger brother going in 
and becoming a teacher like myself. I 
used the GI Bill that was afforded that 
was not just about enticing people to 
serve their Nation. It was the idea that 
those who are willing to serve are 
going to be assets to our community 
and to our country. 

At this time of tough economic solu-
tions the easy thing to do is say, Pos-
ture. We’re going to have spending 
freezes. Well, here, that’s fine. We have 
to get a control on spending. But don’t 
leave the other side of the ledger out. 
The economy shrunk. And don’t tell 
people this. If you freeze those num-
bers, be honest. You have just frozen 
programs that should be cut to zero, 
and you’ve just frozen programs that 
provide opportunity. 

We’ve got people now that seem to 
think after they climb that ladder, 
after they believe they built that lad-
der themselves, they want to pull it up 
behind them. What we’re talking about 
here is creating those opportunities, 
unleashing the American spirit, and 
winning the future. And I have seen it. 
I heard it in my district. 

There’s a company called Angie’s 
Kettle Corn. Somebody might have 
seen it—my colleagues here, Mr. 
Speaker. It’s sold in Costco and sold 
across the country. It started as a 
mom-and-pop business literally in a ga-
rage in Mankato, Minnesota. And this 
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last week they were on with Martha 
Stewart. They sold it at the Twins Sta-
dium, and it’s selling across the coun-
try now. That started with a passion, 
with a dream. It started with the abil-
ity to have local input and local ability 
to entice businesses to be there. It 
started by investments in transpor-
tation that allow you to move goods 
made and manufactured in Mankato, 
Minnesota, to the coast as efficiently 
as possible. That’s how we’ve always 
competed. That’s how we’ve always 
out-produced the rest of the world. 

And at this tough time when people 
are saying, We can’t spend any money 
now because we have a national debt, I 
agree we need to get a handle on the 
debt. I have been saying it needed to be 
paid down for years. But if we make 
the mistake and don’t invest in infra-
structure, don’t invest in the correct 
ways in the future of providing oppor-
tunities, we are going to make drastic 
mistakes that will be hard to over-
come. 

b 1710 

There is another great company in 
my district, a company called Peerless 
Chain. This one is fascinating because I 
think these are things that people for-
get about, one of which is the idea that 
you can no longer compete in manufac-
turing in America because other coun-
tries simply are going to pay their 
workers less. 

Well, I’m not interested in a race to 
the bottom. Yeah, we’re probably never 
going to be able to pay low enough 
wages to compete with China on its 
wages, but we can beat them on inno-
vation; we can beat them on quality 
products; we can beat them on moving 
things to market. 

Peerless Chain is now one of the top 
producers of all forms of chain in the 
world. In fact, they provided all the 
chain to the booms after the oil spill in 
the gulf, protecting the gulf coast. This 
is a company founded by immigrant 
veterans after World War I, a company 
which is now hiring veterans and is 
manufacturing large, heavy-duty steel 
chains in Winona, Minnesota, stamping 
them ‘‘made in America,’’ and shipping 
them to China. 

That’s a future that makes sense. 
That’s a future that creates jobs. 
That’s something we can embrace. I’ve 
got to tell you, as to the people work-
ing there, I don’t give a dang if they’re 
Democrats or Republicans. They don’t 
care either. They have American jobs 
with American security. They are liv-
ing the American Dream. 

Do you know what that dream is? 
Having the chance for an opportunity 
to maybe own your own home, to 
maybe make it and, by the time you 
get there, to be able to buy a boat—or 
a snowmobile in our case—and be able 
to put your kids through school, and 
know that those children have that op-
portunity. 

It’s not good enough for us in this 
place to make policies that incentivize 
work to go overseas, to give tax breaks 

to those companies, and to make it 
harder for Peerless Chain to produce 
right here. Those are the things that 
we can do together. Those are the 
things that we can agree upon. Small 
businesses make it. They’re the things 
that make it in America. They’ve pro-
vided the jobs. They’ve done the things 
that need to be there. 

What you’re hearing here—and I have 
to be very honest with you—and what 
the false dichotomy of choices here is 
that the government can’t do anything 
right—the government is us. It’s the 
schoolteacher from Mankato. It’s the 
construction manager from Iowa. It’s 
all of us together trying to decide. No, 
we’re not going to do everything right, 
but together we can create something 
that is bigger than any individual per-
son here. I think, as we move forward, 
we’re going to have to be willing, all of 
us—myself looking in the mirror first— 
to be able to reach across and find com-
mon ground, to be able to find those 
things that create opportunity and to 
then have the courage to go forward 
and talk about investing. 

I want to give a couple of examples of 
this investing. When people say that 
the government can’t do anything 
right, the trick is not to have the argu-
ment about big versus small govern-
ment. The argument is about effective 
government. Does it do what the people 
want at the most efficient/effective 
cost available? Anything less, and now 
the police don’t respond when you call 
911. Now we aren’t correctly making 
sure we’re managing the ingredients in 
the food that people eat, and we have 
contaminated food, or we have lead in 
our children’s toys as anything more 
will hamper business growth. 

So, when I watched the President sit 
right up here underneath where the 
Speaker is and talk about ‘‘let’s get 
smart reforms,’’ it’s not an either/or 
about getting regulation one way or 
adding regulation on. 

An example of what we can do to-
gether to make things work happened 
in a hearing today. One of this Nation’s 
major banks, for whatever reason—and 
it will be determined in time—was 
foreclosing on the houses of service-
members who were deployed overseas. 
This Congress has determined that one 
of the things we will do if you’re will-
ing to serve this Nation is to give you 
protections while you’re there, serving 
in a war zone, against excessive inter-
est rates, foreclosure and things like 
that. 

Since the beginning of this country, 
we’ve understood if you’re fighting in a 
war zone and if you’re worried about 
your family—your wife and child— 
being thrown out of your house, it’s 
pretty difficult to focus on your job. 
Yet they continue to do it, and they 
continue to make it happen. 

Well, that young marine and his wife 
came today to testify in front of Con-
gress, Democrats and Republicans. 
They said, no, there need to be safe-
guards over that; there needs to be 
oversight; and yes—a horrible word I’m 

hearing here—there need to be some 
regulations enforced so that we don’t 
do that to our members. That’s not 
antibusiness. That’s not hampering 
business growth. That’s coming up 
with the collective decision that, if 
you’re going to serve this Nation in 
war, then we should have a business 
ethic that says we’re going to do the 
right thing since it’s law. I have to tell 
you those are compromises we can 
come to. 

Investments. We have a project in 
southwest Minnesota. It’s in combina-
tion with the gentleman who spoke be-
fore me and with our friends in South 
Dakota. In southwest Minnesota, 
northwest Iowa and southeast South 
Dakota, about 800,000 people altogether 
in rural areas do not have access to 
drinking water. 

In 2009, I met with a woman who, still 
today, gets her drinking water by col-
lecting it in a cistern when it rains and 
snows. It’s not poverty. It’s necessity. 
There is no wealth. So a project was 
designed, an incredible project, of 
bringing together local municipalities, 
States, and the Federal Government to 
divert water from the Missouri River 
to the Lewis and Clark Rural Water 
Project. This is not a ‘‘nice to have’’ 
thing if you think it’s an amphitheater 
or something. This is drinking water 
and water for businesses. I have com-
munities in my district that cannot 
add one single home because they don’t 
have the capacity for water in order to 
hook up to the sanitary sewers. I have 
businesses, large ones—some of the 
largest packing plants in the country— 
that can’t continue to expand and cre-
ate jobs because they don’t have access 
to water. 

So we came together on this, and 
here is what happened: the local mu-
nicipalities and the States agreed in 
concert with the Federal Government 
to pay their taxes ahead to accelerate 
a project with the promise that the 
Federal Government would fund the 
program. Those promises were made, 
and then they were broken. 

What ends up happening then, as a 
Member of Congress and those who pos-
ture on this floor that we certainly 
can’t have earmarks, is elected Rep-
resentatives of the people of South Da-
kota, Minnesota and Iowa don’t have 
the access to redress the grievance that 
we have invested millions of dollars, 
with our citizens paying ahead, with 
the idea there would be some help. 

Yes, those tax dollars will come from 
across the country, but my State is one 
that is a net return on tax dollars. We 
send more to the rest of the country, 
but I understand how that benefits us 
all. We can create food and export it 
elsewhere. Manufactured goods are cre-
ated elsewhere and sent to my district. 
That’s the idea of the 50 United States. 
That’s the idea of federalism. In many 
cases, I think some of my colleagues 
get confused, between the Articles of 
Confederation and the Constitution, of 
where we’re at. That’s a project where 
people say, We can’t spend a penny on 
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that. Now we will end up spending 
more money, stopping economic 
growth, and making sure that people in 
this country don’t have access to 
drinking water, all with the idea that 
we’re going to be fiscally responsible. 

It will do nothing but add to the 
debt. It will do nothing but deprive 
people of a basic commodity in this 
country, a basic commodity that you’d 
like to believe you have access to, 
which is water, and it was paid for 
ahead of time locally. 

Those are the types of things that we 
need to have honest discussions about. 
There is no doubt that we’ve got budg-
eting situations. If we do not handle 
the national debt, our children and 
grandchildren will pay a heavy price 
for it. They will pay a price in some 
very simple things. As interest rates 
begin to climb, their buying power will 
become less. Their ability with the dol-
lars they make are already shrinking 
for the middle class. As our real wages 
decline, they will have a lower stand-
ard of living. It will be harder to go to 
college. It will be harder to buy a 
house. It will be harder to buy a car. 
That all translates into the American 
Dream slipping a little further away. 

So we have a responsibility to pay 
our fair share. That’s why, when the 
bill came up in December, asking for 
changes to the Tax Code or whatever, I 
don’t think it was that bad to ask for 
140 million people to get the tax cut in 
a time of economic downturn. That had 
to happen. That cost us money. There 
is no doubt about that. It will add to 
the debt. The idea behind that is that 
money will be spent. Businesses will 
only grow if consumers spend money 
and if there is a demand for goods. The 
problem many of us had was that the 
other half of that money went to 6,600 
families; $154 million to 6,600 families. 
Yeah, let’s slice it down the middle. 

There has always been a sense of fair-
ness in this country. We applaud suc-
cess. We applaud people who achieve 
greatness. If you have a large business 
and if you’re employing a large number 
of people, we’re happy for you, but 
keep in mind we’re educating those 
children in our schools; we’re getting 
those people to your jobs on our roads 
that all of us are paying for. There has 
always been the assumption that there 
would be a fairness to our Tax Code, 
that you would pay it back. 

All of those things create a balanced 
budget; they create economic growth, 
and they have done the one thing that 
America has done better than anybody 
else—provided innovation and oppor-
tunity for growth for the middle class 
to continue to be able to achieve. 

So what we’re going to see over the 
next couple of years is a turning point 
in this country. I believe we are going 
to get it and are going to figure out 
what the American people said on No-
vember 2. I’ll tell you they didn’t say 
in 2006, ‘‘Do it all the Democratic 
way.’’ They didn’t say in 2008, ‘‘Do it 
all the Democratic way.’’ I can tell you 
they did not say on November 2 of last 
year, ‘‘Do it the Republican way.’’ 

They said, Solve problems. Get to-
gether. Move us forward. Create the in-
frastructure and the opportunities for 
the middle class. Then get out of our 
way. Stay out of our civil liberties. 
Stay out of our personal business. 
Allow us to do that and create the type 
of country that we were founded on, 
one that understood that the Constitu-
tion was not a static document. 

The Constitution was one about the 
birth of a new Nation and the idea, the 
audacious idea, that you could take a 
high school teacher from Minnesota 
and plop him down in the very place 
where Abraham Lincoln spoke and say, 
Go and speak. 

I will tell you, when you sit down on 
this floor, Mr. Speaker, and when you 
wonder, how in the world did I ever get 
here? the good thing is you meet all of 
your other colleagues, and you say, 
how did they get here? Then you under-
stand the great diversity of this coun-
try. Then you understand that our 
strength lies in our ability to have dif-
ferent and competing opinions with a 
common goal—a strong, fair country 
with equal opportunities, a country 
that rewards hard work, that rewards 
achievement, but that understands you 
can’t always control life’s cir-
cumstances. 
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At times, there is going to need to be 
a safety net, and the idea that we’re 
going to rip out ObamaCare, please 
keep in mind, I don’t want to go back 
to the days when 47 million of my fel-
low citizens had no access to health 
care, for several reasons. One, I don’t 
think it’s ethically right. Two is I 
know I’m paying for it anyway when 
they go to the emergency room and it’s 
more expensive. So why not get the 
preventive care in the best possible 
manner, deliver that care, and quit 
spending twice as much as any other 
nation, and start using that money to 
invest in innovation and job creation. 
That’s how we pay down the debt. 
That’s how we move forward. That’s 
how we start to get a handle on what 
the core values of this country are and 
the things that have always made us 
great. 

So we’re going to have an oppor-
tunity to discuss these issues. I’m dis-
appointed. When I was back home and 
I heard people talk about all these 
things, jobs, jobs, jobs, the economy 
and the future, I came back last night 
to a bill that was never debated. You 
heard about this new open rule. Well, 
here is the fact: not a single debate on 
it, not a single amendment, not a sin-
gle minute of discussion on this floor, 
and you know what that bill was? The 
Patriot Act, determining if you as an 
American citizen, if the government 
can listen on you. I don’t know about 
you, but I hold a lot of those values 
that I am very, very nervous when 
somebody is listening to my conversa-
tion. And I don’t buy this, you don’t 
have anything to hide, you don’t have 
anything to worry about. That’s no-

body’s business. There’s legal ways to 
go about this. We can keep this Nation 
safe by doing that. 

But the new majority, who told us 
about how things have been done so 
poorly, the first time we had the Pa-
triot Act up on the floor, we debated it 
for weeks. We talked about it. It was 
discussed. Last night, it came in on a 
suspension calendar, and I have to tell 
you this, I applaud the people here who 
said ‘‘no’’ and those people didn’t say 
‘‘no’’ to national security. They didn’t 
say ‘‘no’’ to stopping terrorists. What 
they said ‘‘no’’ to was we are not will-
ing to sacrifice our liberties for a little 
bit of false security. We want that bal-
ance to be struck, talked about here, 
and agreed upon. 

So as we talk about jobs, as we talk 
about what’s going to be going forward, 
bringing in the Patriot Act on Tuesday 
evening with no debate and voting for 
it on the floor just that quickly, when 
a Member of the Republican majority, 
a new Member, somebody who I know 
because they ran against me on this, 
asked, did you read the bill, did you 
read the bill, said he hadn’t read the 
bill, but he voted ‘‘yes’’ anyway, and he 
said, well, we will have time to work it 
out. 

That’s what America was tired of. 
That’s what America, if they were 
speaking out on November 2, was; and 
here’s the thing. We have a choice and 
I say ‘‘we’’ being me. We have a choice 
that’s said on this floor: Are we going 
to be part of the solution, or are we 
going to continue to push problems for-
ward? I think the American people de-
serve better. 

I think that listening to that soldier 
today who did his duty, he needs a gov-
ernment that’s speaking for him. It 
doesn’t matter how big that bank is to 
get it right, and then here’s the thing. 
I’m not saying that bank can’t do good. 
In this instance, they did not, and I 
simply don’t want to leave it to them 
to make the decision. 

So together we’ve got some opportu-
nities. We’re going through some grow-
ing pains, but here’s the thing. Our 
grandparents and our forebearers made 
it through civil wars. They made it 
through the Great Depression. They 
made it through the civil rights move-
ment. They made it through there. We 
are the product of all that struggle. We 
are the ones that now have to rise to 
that challenge. We are the ones that 
have to get beyond the petty political 
bickering that can divide us for short- 
term political gain that’s not looking 
towards the next generation. 

We have an opportunity. I saw it ev-
erywhere across southern Minnesota 
last week. I saw Republican and Demo-
crat come together, and those people 
coming in that grocery store, one man 
came to me and said, at least I got the 
courage to come up here and tell you, 
Tim, I didn’t vote for you. I’m like, 
well, that’s no big deal, almost half the 
people didn’t vote for me, but you’re 
here. You’re expressing your citizen-
ship. You’re expressing solutions that 
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can go forward. That’s how the country 
gets back together, and we shook 
hands. We talked about things that can 
be better, and we walked out of that 
grocery store thinking that tomorrow 
can be a better day. 

That’s what the thought in this coun-
try has always been. The future and 
the ability for our children can be bet-
ter than we’re at today. We can handle 
our energy needs, and we can create 
those jobs at home. We can make 
health care accessible, pay for it, con-
tinue to innovate. We can manufacture 
and make it here at home and out-com-
pete any nation in the world if we 
choose to invest in our greatest nat-
ural resource, our people. 

So now is the time to be smart on 
budgeting, pay the debt down, get a 
handle on things, get a handle on 
spending, make taxation fair but don’t 
shortchange the next generation, in-
vest in education, invest in infrastruc-
ture, invest in research. 

And I’m looking forward to the next 
2 years, and I think the American pub-
lic deserves nothing less than the best 
that we have to offer here, the voices 
across this country offering up solu-
tions, debating them in a fair manner 
on this floor, voting for them, and then 
realizing that just because you dis-
agree with someone doesn’t mean they 
don’t love this country. Just because 
they don’t vote the way you wanted to 
doesn’t mean they’re a communist or a 
socialist or un-American. 

What it means is we have the golden 
gift of being able to disagree, to debate 
on this House floor, and to take that 
debate to the American public in a 
civil, respectful manner with the un-
derstanding our neighbors love this 
country every bit as much as we do. 

f 

HOW BUSINESS GETS DONE IN 
WASHINGTON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) is recognized 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, this evening I want to 
take some time to talk about how busi-
ness gets done here in Washington. 
Now, I guess you can call this the les-
sons of a rookie. I’m starting my third 
year here, my second term; and during 
my first two years in the 111th Con-
gress, frankly, it was like it was poli-
tics as usual, and I think the American 
people have had enough of that. 

The American people are at a point 
where it’s not about Republicans, it’s 
not about Democrats. What they’re 
looking for are problem solvers; and, 
fundamentally, I think that is what’s 
most important as we go forward as 
problem solvers because we know this 
country is facing some tremendous 
issues. We are at record unemploy-
ment, the highest sustained level of un-
employment since the Great Depres-
sion. We have a national debt that has 
amassed to over $14 trillion, impacting 

our children and our grandchildren’s 
future. 

We have all kinds of significant 
issues facing this Nation, and we need 
solutions; but the solutions, they have 
to be solutions, I believe, that are not 
politics as usual. They need to be solu-
tions that are, frankly, based on what 
I call the principle of leadership. It’s 
the very foundation of how we make 
our decisions, not based on a political 
agenda, not based on the whims or the 
will of a few or many but, frankly, 
based on principles; and that’s what I 
want to spend some time this evening 
talking about, principled leadership. 

In my time in Congress, I’ve seen us 
make a lot of decisions, an awful lot of 
decisions. Many of those impact not 
just the Nation but the world, and I see 
decisions made by different Members 
using different methodology. For me, I 
really do fall back on principled leader-
ship. I actually fall back on values, 
principles that I learned as a youth. 
Frankly, I take them from my experi-
ence in Scouting, 41 years. This is my 
41st year in Scouting. It’s a great orga-
nization. It serves boys and girls and 
develops them into fine young people, 
productive, active citizens. 

When I make a decision, I ask myself 
four questions, and it may sound a lit-
tle old fashioned for some folks, but, 
frankly, it works for me and it works 
consistently. I ask myself four ques-
tions, principles that come from the 
Scout promise, actually. The first 
question I take from that Scout prom-
ise, that first question is when I’m 
making a decision, I’m faced with an 
issue and I need to decide, first ques-
tion is, what is my duty to God? Is the 
decision I’m making, is it righteous ac-
cording to God’s word? Is it according 
to my faith? Frankly, if the answer is 
‘‘no,’’ I don’t go any further on to ques-
tion two, three, and four. 

If I do go on, the next question is, 
what is my duty to the country? That 
is, frankly, what does the Constitution 
say about the decision that I’m about 
to make? 
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Is it according to the rule of law? Is 
it according to those liberties, those 
freedoms, those rights, and the dis-
tribution of powers that are outlined 
within the Constitution? Because there 
are certain things the Federal Govern-
ment is supposed to do, according to 
the Constitution. That amount of re-
sponsibility is literally very tiny, 
though, compared to what the States 
have retained for rights; and that is 
small compared to what we, as indi-
vidual citizens, have as all those rights 
that are provided through our creator. 

So my second question I ask, what is 
my duty to country? The third ques-
tion I ask myself in terms of principles 
is, what is my duty to others? Now, 
others for me are what I call the 660,000 
really smart people that I work for in 
the Pennsylvania Fifth Congressional 
District. It’s pretty easy to determine 
what the intended consequence is and 

the intended impact on the citizens 
that I serve and, frankly, that all of 
my colleagues serve. Because on the 
first page of any bill—I don’t care if 
it’s a one-page bill or it’s 2,000 pages, 
that intended consequence is pretty 
easily and clearly articulated. It’s the 
unintended consequences, however, 
that you have to work at. It’s the unin-
tended consequences that can have the 
most impact on the lives of the people 
that we serve. And that’s why commu-
nication is such an incredibly impor-
tant responsibility with our constitu-
ents, including why we’re here in 
Washington using different methods 
and an open-door policy and receiving, 
soliciting input, feedback from our 
constituents. 

But also certainly when we’re back 
in the district, and we’re in those com-
munities and we’re communicating 
with people, and they’re talking about 
the situations that they’re in, and how 
the Federal Government—the things 
that are going on are impacting their 
lives. That is tremendous, valuable in-
formation that we gain when we are 
back in the district, and that is what 
district work weeks are all about. It’s 
about communications and feedback 
with your employer, and it’s the people 
that you work for. 

Finally, for me, the fourth question I 
ask myself in terms of principles and 
principled leadership has to do with 
duty to self. And, again, I borrow from 
Scouting, my years and decades in 
Scouting. The questions I ask myself 
are: am I prepared to do my best on 
each and every decision I make? And 
that is, have I worked hard to get all 
the information that I need? Have I 
worked hard to reach out to my con-
stituents to find out, as I’ve read a bill, 
to make sure that they have access to 
it so that they understand and I can de-
termine and solicit from them their 
feedback and what the unintended con-
sequences are. Am I prepared to do my 
best? 

Those are principles that have served 
me well these first 2 years, and I cer-
tainly continue my commitment and 
follow principled leadership going for-
ward in serving both this country and 
certainly the citizens of the Pennsyl-
vania Fifth Congressional District. 

Another set of principles that I’m 
pleased to share tonight came from a 
group of citizens within the area of the 
Pennsylvania Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict, and these are principles that 
were outlined by citizens who were 
concerned. They were concerned over 
the past 2 years with the things that 
they saw going on in their Nation, in 
their country. They came together be-
cause they were afraid. They were 
afraid of what the future held. And this 
was in Lycoming County of the Penn-
sylvania Fifth Congressional District. 
But you know what, these are prin-
ciples that I have actually seen put for-
ward by everyday citizens all over the 
Nation, certainly throughout my con-
gressional district. 

And I appreciate the fact that they 
took the time to put this together. I 
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